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Note 2, p. 26.
The census of 1911 was taken on the night of April 2nd~3rd, that of 1921
on June i9th-2oth, and that of 1931 on April 26th-27th, so that the two inter-
censal periods are of slightly different lengths. The differences of date appear
to have little effect on the comparability of the figures of enumerated persons
for the Survey Area as a whole, but they are in some cases important for the
smaller units within it. The census was taken during the university vacation
in 1911, but during full term in 1931; in 1921 it fell on the day after the end of
Trinity full term, when a krge number of undergraduates were still in residence.
Radley School and other boarding-schools were in residence at the censuses
of 1911 and 1921, but on holiday at the census of 1931.
Note 3, p. 26.
Official annual estimates by the Registrar-General are only available for
Oxford C.B. and for the municipal boroughs and whole rural districts, and are
therefore not very useful for the study of detailed movements. Moreover,
owing to their method of compilation, they are liable to a very wide margin
of error in a district like that covered by the Survey, where a large and variable
body of immigration is the really decisive factor. The official estimate for the
resident population of Oxford C.B. on June 3oth, 1930, was 73,810. Nine
months kter the census revealed an actual resident population of 80,621. For
the purposes of the Survey it has therefore been necessary to devise a more
direct approach to the problem.
The basis of the estimate has been the number of inhabited properties in
each parish in April 1931 and April 1937, as shown in the rating valuation
lists. The difference between these figures represents the balance between
demolitions and new building of houses. This difference has been multiplied
by 3-5 in order to obtain the increase of population attributable to new houses.
This allowance of 3-5 persons per house is very much lower than the actual
figure for 1931; but it can be defended on the ground that the new houses are
mainly occupied by recently married people whose families are small. But besides
the increase in population associated with new building, allowance must be
made for an opposite change—a fall in the numbers of persons in the older
houses—which is the result of the campaign against over-crowding, and of the
natural break-up of families which is taking place all over the country. Exactly
what allowance ought to be made for this 'thinning out' factor is unknown.
Between 1921 and 1931 it caused a fall in the number of persons in private
families per dwelling from 4*22 to 4*05 in the *urban* areas, and from 4-00 to
3-83 in the 'rural* areas, of the Area. If we assume a similar annual rate of
thinning for the years 1931 to 1937, we may allow for it by deducting o-io
persons for every house existing in 1931.
Thus the final basis for our estimated population for April ist, 1937, is as
follows:
 (a)	the census population for 1931;
 (b)	deduction of 0*10 multiplied by the number of 1931 houses;
(f) addition, or subtraction, of 3-5 multiplied by the difference between the
number of houses in 1931 and 1937.
The chief possible sources of error in this estimate arise from the thinning
factor, and from the omission of any allowance for possible changes in the
institutional population in colleges, hotels, workhouses, and so on. These

